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In view of the appeal brief filed on 20 June 2005, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New grounds of rejection are set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, applicant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) File a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1 .1 13 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied by a 
supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 1.131 or 
1.132) or other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1 .193(b)(2). 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 17-19, 22- 24, 27-29, 32-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over McKendry et al '356. 

McKendry et al show in Fig. 1 a call manager (PCAM-100) in a phone network (on 

user's premises-190). McKendry's call manager (100) functions the same as 
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applicant's server in that it delivers a menu to a caller. In col. 9, lines 26-35, McKendry 
discloses that their PCAM (100) provides a menu to the caller, and then presents the 
caller with a plurality of routing options - col. 1 3, lines 35-37, and permits the caller to 
route the call, i.e., selectively call forward the call to other extensions or services. The 
other extensions to which the original extension may be routed include phones - 132, 
135, 151, 193; answering machine -131; fax-133; PC-149, all of which are located on 
the user's premises. The originating phone call can also be routed to a remote phone- 
160; cellular phone -180; or pager-170. Therefore, McKendry's menu provides a first 
destination option to reach a 1st family member at the user premises - 190. McKendry 
et al never disclose whether their 2nd and 3rd destination options are to family 
members, but McKendry et al do make clear that the users at phones 160, 170, 180 are 
at 1st and 2nd locations other than the user's residence -190. It is deemed an an 
obvious matter of design to specify that the 2nd and 3rd destination options are to be 
family members, because there are unlimited options available to a user of this 
programmable PCAM device to who they wish to route their phone call to. This is 
merely a matter of choice who one wishes their call to be routed to. 

McKendry et al initiate a second phone call where they disclose in col. 9, lines 20-25, 
that if a remote extension is specified (the remote extensions being 160, 170, 180), the 
PCAM will dial the extension . The PCAM dials the remote extension using a 2nd POTS 
trunkline. With McKendry et al disclosure that the PCAM dials the extension , this meets 
applicant's claim limitations of "initiating a 2nd phone call." McKendry et al never 
specifically disclose that the 1st and 2nd phone call are connected, but inherently this 
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has to happen. Regarding applicant's recital of limitations in the claim of second, third, 
and fourth destination options, McKendry et al disclose in col. 18, lines 19-27, that the 
caller can be presented with a menu of options that allows a caller to route a call. The 
caller is presented with routing options such as calling any one of remote phones - 160, 
180, 170, or voice mail 51. In applicant's spec, pages 8 & 9, lines 25-30 & 1-7, they 
even identify the other family locations as a family home, non-residence locations such 
as work and automobile. Pagers, mobile, wireless, cellular, satellite, or PCS could also 
be used. Additionally, the caller is given the ability to return to the menu if the call 
routing choice does not reach the owner of the PCAM 100. The caller, knowing only the 
primary telephone number, can control and route the call to any location provided by 
PCAM 1 00 and can make multiple routing choices before going to voice mail. This 
"multiple routing choices" meets applicant's limitations of second selection of one of the 
destination in the first phone call, as claimed in claim 32. 

Regarding claim 19, McKendry et al show that a one of the remote destination 
options is for mobile phone 1 80. To have specifically made the mobile phone the 
second destination option is deemed an obvious matter of design choice. 

Regarding claim 35 and applicant's recital of a broadcast option, McKendry et al 
disclose in col. 30, lines 1-20, that their PCAM presents the caller with an oral menu of 
choices for routing the call. Up to 10 menu choices can be configured for the user/caller 
to choose from. In col. 12, lines 22-35, McKendry et al disclose that the PCAM will 
"simultaneously ring" telephones 131 135 on the user's premises 190, cellular phone 
180 and remote phone 160. The user, therefore, can take the incoming call at any of 
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the phone instruments that are either on the user's premises, or remote phones. 
Applicant's recital of "broadcast option" is the same as McKendry et al recital of 
simultaneously ringing. 

Claims 20, 21, 25, 26, 30, 31 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Neither McKendry et al nor any of the rest of the prior art teach a user sending an 
input to the server after the 1st and 2nd phone calls being connected, then 
disconnecting those two phone calls after receiving a user input, then receiving a 2nd 
selection from a user of another destination option, and then initiating a 3rd telephone 
call that corresponds to the 2nd selection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication shouldbe directed to C^eighton H. 
Smith at telephone number 571/272-7546. 
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Primary Examiner 
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